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must compete on the basis of its strengths. 
Throughout the 20th century, one of these 
strengths was our knowledge-based re-
sources—particularly science and tech-
nology. But the scientific and technological 
foundations of our economic leadership are 
eroding at a time when many other nations 
are building their innovative capacity. 

This nation’s trade balance in high-tech-
nology goods swung from a positive flow of 
$33 billion in 1990 to a negative flow of $24 
billion in 2003. Two years from now, for the 
first time ever, the most capable high-energy 
particle accelerator in the world will be out-
side the United States. Low-wage employers 
in this country, such as McDonald’s and Wal- 
Mart, create many more jobs than do high- 
wage employers. In 2001 U.S. industry spent 
more on tort litigation and related costs 
than on research and development. 

Today, high-technology firms have to be 
on the leading edge of scientific and techno-
logical progress to survive. Intel Corp. Chair-
man Craig Barrett has said that 90 percent of 
the products his company delivers on the 
final day of each year did not exist on the 
first day of the same year. To succeed in 
that kind of marketplace, U.S. firms need 
employees who are flexible, knowledgeable, 
and scientifically and mathematically lit-
erate. 

But the U.S. educational system is failing 
in precisely those areas that underpin our 
competitiveness: science, engineering and 
mathematics. In a recent international test 
involving mathematical understanding, U.S. 
students finished 27th among the partici-
pating nations. In China and Japan, 59 per-
cent and 66 percent, respectively, of under-
graduates receive their degrees in science 
and engineering, compared with 32 percent in 
the United States. 

I’ve recently had an opportunity to review 
these trends as chairman of a 20-member 
committee created by the National Academy 
of Sciences, the National Academy of Engi-
neering and the Institute of Medicine. Con-
gress asked the committee to examine the 
threats to America’s future prosperity. The 
panel was a diverse group that included uni-
versity presidents, Nobel laureates, heads of 
companies and former government officials. 
We agreed unanimously that the United 
States faces a serious and intensifying eco-
nomic challenge from abroad—and that we 
appear to be on a losing path. 

Our committee emphasized that the United 
States needs to focus on fundamentals. We 
recommended the recruitment of 10,000 new 
science and math teachers each year through 
the awarding of competitive scholarships. 
The skills of a quarter-million current 
teachers should be improved through en-
hanced training and education. We rec-
ommended establishing 25,000 competitive 
science, mathematics, engineering and tech-
nology undergraduate scholarships and 5,000 
graduate fellowships. 

To boost scientific and technological inno-
vation, we recommended that the U.S. gov-
ernment increase research funding by 10 per-
cent annually over the next several years, 
with primary attention devoted to the phys-
ical sciences, engineering, mathematics and 
information sciences. We urged the federal 
government to create an Advanced Research 
Projects Agency—Energy (ARPA–E), mod-
eled after the Defense Advanced Research 
Projects Agency, which would support out- 
of-the-box, transformative research aimed at 
ending our crippling dependence on foreign 
sources of energy. We asked the government 
to provide permanent tax incentives for U.S.- 
based innovation. 

The United States wants other nations to 
do well economically. Broadly based pros-
perity can make the world more stable and 
safer for all. What worries business leaders is 

that the United States could easily fall be-
hind as the rest of the world prospers. 
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WORLD DAY FOR PREVENTION OF 
CHILD ABUSE 

HON. BRAD SHERMAN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, December 6, 2005 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
take a moment to recognize the International 
Child Abuse Network. This wonderful organi-
zation works worldwide to break the cycle of 
violence that leads abused children to grow up 
to become abusers. 

The International Child Abuse Network, also 
known as Yes ICAN, is a leading global pro-
vider of information and resources to deal with 
child abuse. Yes ICAN believes that child 
abuse would cease to exist if everyone had 
the capability to receive accurate, up-to-date 
information about abuse. Yes ICAN provides 
assistance and support to survivors who are 
too afraid or wounded to utilize traditional 
community resources. Through online forums, 
victims can heal together in a confidential, mu-
tually supportive atmosphere. 

In an effort to bring more awareness to the 
effects of child abuse on societies around the 
world, every November 19th Yes ICAN recog-
nizes the World Day for Prevention of Child 
Abuse. This year’s event featured a showcase 
of art and poetry submissions from school-
children. Participants and their teachers were 
honored during a reception at the Canoga 
Park Youth Arts Center in my district in Cali-
fornia. 

The International Child Abuse Network is 
making positive strides in the fight against 
child abuse. Their work to create a better fu-
ture for all children is to be commended. I am 
proud to congratulate the International Child 
Abuse Network and thank them for their valu-
able contributions. 
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CONGRATULATING MR. DAVID L. 
BRANT 

HON. TOM DAVIS 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, December 6, 2005 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to congratulate a dedicated law en-
forcement official at the Naval Criminal Inves-
tigative Service, David L. Brant, who is retiring 
after 28 years of service with NCIS. 

Mr. Brant graduated with a master’s degree 
in criminology from Indiana State University in 
1975. He began his law enforcement career 
as a police officer with the Dade County Met-
ropolitan Public Safety Department in Miami, 
Florida. In 1977, he accepted an offer from the 
Naval Investigative Service and began his 
service as a Special Agent assigned to NISRA 
Norfolk, VA on January 31, 1977. During his 
4 years in the Norfolk area, Director Brant 
served in 4 different NIS offices and also com-
pleted an assignment as Special Agent Afloat 
aboard the USS Independence. 

Following his assignment as a Special 
Agent Afloat, Director Brant transferred to the 
Philippines to become the Special Operations 

Squad Leader from 1981–1983. He then was 
assigned to the Headquarters Training Divi-
sion as the Executive Assistant to the Director, 
and then was the Special Agent in Charge at 
NISRA Mayport. He returned to the Philippines 
in 1989 to serve as the Deputy Regional Di-
rector for the NCIS Southeast Asia Region. In 
1991 he returned to NCIS Headquarters and 
holding various positions until he was ap-
pointed to the Senior Executive Service and 
was selected as the Assistant Director for 
Counterintelligence. Mr. Brant served in that 
capacity until he succeeded Roy D. Nedrow 
as Director in May 1997. 

Mr. Brant has been widely recognized within 
the Department of the Navy, the Department 
of Defense, and the Federal law enforcement 
community for his innovative and trans-
formational approaches to enhancing law en-
forcement and counterintelligence capabilities. 
He led NCIS in developing and implementing 
operational strategies, established the 
Counterterrorism Directorate, and built the 
Multiple Threat Alert Center (MTAC) to specifi-
cally enhance NCIS’s ability to counter threats 
facing the Navy and Marine Corps. 

During his career, Mr. Brant has been rec-
ognized as an outstanding leader by multiple 
organizations. His awards include the Depart-
ment of Defense Presidential Rank Award and 
the Department of the Navy Distinguished 
Service Award. Additionally, in 2004 he was 
awarded the Hispanic American Police Com-
mand Officers Association (HAPCOA) Aguila 
Award for Law Enforcement and Criminal Jus-
tice and the Outstanding Advocate for Women 
in Federal Law Enforcement Award from the 
Women in Federal Law Enforcement (WIFLE). 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like to con-
gratulate Mr. David L. Brant for his service to 
our country. I call upon my colleagues to join 
me in applauding his past accomplishments 
and wishing him and his wife, Merri Jo, and 
children Emily and Andrew, the best of luck in 
all future endeavors. 
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EXPRESSING SENSE OF HOUSE 
THAT DEPLOYMENT OF FORCES 
IN IRAQ BE TERMINATED IMME-
DIATELY 

SPEECH OF 

HON. MARTIN T. MEEHAN 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, November 18, 2005 

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, earlier today, in 
the other body, the junior member from Mas-
sachusetts delivered compelling remarks 
about Congressman MURTHA. I believe that it 
would be to the benefit of all of my colleagues 
to hear Senator KERRY’S comments. 

Yesterday, Jack Murtha, a respected con-
gressman on military matters, and former 
Marine Drill Sergeant and decorated Viet-
nam veteran, spoke out on our policy in Iraq. 
He didn’t come to that moment lightly. He 
spoke his mind and spoke his heart out of 
love for his country and support for our 
troops. I am not going to stand for a swift 
boat attack strategy against Jack Murtha. 

It disgusts me that a bunch of guys who 
have never put on the uniform of their coun-
try venomously turn their guns on a marine 
who served his country heroically in Viet-
nam and has been serving heroically in Con-
gress ever since. 
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No matter what J.D. Hayworth says, there 

is no sterner stuff than the backbone and 
courage that defines Jack Murtha’s char-
acter and conscience. 

Dennis Hastert—the Speaker of the House 
who never served—called Jack Murtha a 
coward and accused him of wanting to cut 
and run. Well let me tell you, Jack Murtha 
wasn’t a coward when he put himself in 
harm’s way for his country in Vietnam and 
earned two purple hearts—he was a patriot 
then, and he is a patriot today. Jack Murtha 
didn’t cut and run when his courage in com-
bat earned him a Bronze Star, and his voice 
should be heard, not silenced by those who 
still today cut and run from the truth. 

Just a day after Dick Cheney, who had 5 
deferments from Vietnam, accused Demo-
crats of being unpatriotic—the White House 
accused Jack Murtha of surrendering. Jack 
Murtha served 37 years in the Marine Corps. 
He doesn’t know how to surrender—not to 
enemy combatants, and not to politicians in 
Washington who say speaking his conscience 
is unpatriotic. 

Robert Kennedy once said, ‘The sharpest 
criticism often goes hand in hand with the 
deepest idealism and love of country.’ Chuck 
Hagel showed he hasn’t forgotten that when 
he said, ‘The Bush administration must un-
derstand that each American has a right to 
question our policies in Iraq and should not 
be demonized for disagreeing with them.’ But 
too many in the Republican Party forgot 
that long ago. They forgot that asking tough 
questions isn’t pessimism; it’s patriotism. 

We’ve seen the politics of fear and smear 
too many times. Whenever challenged, Re-
publican leaders engage in the politics of 
personal destruction rather than debate the 
issues. It doesn’t matter who you are. When 
they did it to John McCain, we saw it doesn’t 
matter what political party you’re in. When 
they did it to Max Cleland, we saw it doesn’t 
matter if your service put you in a wheel-
chair. And when they did it to Jack Murtha 
yesterday, perhaps the most respected voice 
on military matters in all of Congress, we 
saw that this administration will go to any 
lengths to crush any dissent. 

Once again, they’re engaged in the lowest 
form of smear and fear politics because 
they’re afraid of actually debating a senior 
congressman who has advised presidents of 
both parties on how to best defend our coun-
try. They’re afraid to debate a decorated vet-
eran who lives and breathes the concerns of 
our troops, not the empty slogans of an Ad-
ministration that sent our brave troops to 
war without body armor. They’re terrified of 
actually leveling with the American people 
about the way they misled America into war, 
and admitting they have no clear plan to fin-
ish the job and get our troops home. 
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RIDING ROUGHSHOD OVER RIGHTS 
IN BELARUS 

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, December 6, 2005 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, as 
co-chairman of the Helsinki Commission and 
the sponsor of the Belarus Democracy Act, I 
remain deeply concerned about the violations 
of human rights occurring every day in 
Lukashenka’s Belarus. 

During a recent news conference, the auto-
cratic Belarusian leader expressed confidence 
in his victory in the presidential election sched-
uled for next year, rhetorically asking why 
should he be rigging this election. Given his 

intensified assault on civil society, his dismal 
human rights record, and penchant for rigged 
elections, Mr. Lukashenka’s statements ring 
hollow. Yet, Lukashenka’s actions against 
democratic forces, non-governmental organi-
zations and the independent media belie his 
stated confidence regarding electoral victory. 

Last week, the lower chamber of 
Lukashenka’s pocket parliament passed a law 
endorsing tougher new penalties for activities 
‘‘directed against people and public security,’’ 
a proposal submitted to the parliament only 
days before passage. These changes to the 
Criminal Code increase penalties for participa-
tion in organizations that were liquidated or 
warned to stop their pro-democratic activities, 
or for the training and other preparations for 
unauthorized demonstrations or other civic ac-
tions. 

Mr. Speaker, to cite just one of the draco-
nian provisions, the Code now gives authori-
ties the leeway to jail an individual for up to 2 
years for ‘‘providing a foreign country, a for-
eign or international organization with patently 
false information about the political, economic, 
social, military, and international situation of 
the Republic of Belarus.’’ Putting aside the 
matter of such a provision violating free 
speech norms, if the past is any guide, it is 
clear who would be the arbiter of what con-
stitutes ‘‘false information.’’ There can be no 
doubt that the law aims to stifle the democratic 
opposition, and the head of the KGB (yes, in 
Belarus it is still called the KGB) himself re-
cently admitted that the reasons for the law is 
to discourage street protests during the up-
coming presidential race. 

This law, while particularly blatant, is part 
and parcel of other actions designed to 
strengthen the regime’s control and deny the 
Belarusian people any alternative voices as 
the presidential election campaign unfolds. 
Last month, a new law further controlling polit-
ical parties came into force. A recent Council 
of Ministers decree clamps down on organiza-
tions that conduct public opinion polls. A 
Lukashenka decree further discriminates 
against independent trade unions, stipulating 
that only trade unions belonging to the pro- 
governmental federation are granted the right 
to premises at no cost. Yet another decree 
considerably limits students’ opportunities to 
travel abroad. 

Meanwhile, opposition activists are routinely 
beaten up or detained. Just last week, for in-
stance, Ales Kalita was detained and at the 
hands of the police suffered a dislocated arm 
for merely distributing the independent news-
paper ‘‘Narodna Volya’’. Viktor Syritsya, a lec-
turer at Baranavichi College was fired for or-
ganizing a meeting of students with presi-
dential opposition candidate Alexander 
Milinkevich. Belarusian State Economic Uni-
versity in Minsk expelled fourth-year student 
Tatsyana Khoma because she took a brief trip 
to France, where she was elected to the exec-
utive committee of the Brussels-based Na-
tional Unions of Students in Europe (ESIB), an 
umbrella organization of 44 national student 
unions from 34 countries. The police beat ac-
tivist Mikita Sasim. They detained youth activ-
ists Yauhen Afnagel and others. Other repres-
sive actions include frequent arrests of activ-
ists of democratic youth movements such as 
ZUBR, a ban on worship by some religious 
congregations and other repressive actions 
against selected religious minorities, and con-
tinued harassment of members of the Union of 
Poles in Belarus. 

Moreover, there is an emerging pattern of 
the regime putting obstacles in the way of Mr. 
Milinkevich. Recently, a public meeting he 
held in Borbuisk was disrupted by the authori-
ties, with participants being told by the authori-
ties to go home and threatened with tax in-
spections. During a press conference, the 
electricity in the room was cut off, as well as 
a ‘‘hot-line’’ phone with town residents. 

Especially egregious has been the regime’s 
intensification of the war against the already 
repressed and struggling independent media. 
Newspaper closures, suspensions, threats, 
and exorbitant and absurd libel fines, pres-
sures on advertisers and other forms of har-
assment have become routine. Outright police 
confiscations of independent newspapers are 
also not uncommon. A seemingly more subtle 
tactic, implemented just a few weeks ago, in-
volved the decision by Belarus’ monopoly 
state postal service to stop delivery to sub-
scribers of a dozen private periodicals. Mean-
while, the suspicious murder in 2004 of jour-
nalist Veronika Charkasova has not been re-
solved. Authorities have refused to open a 
criminal investigation into journalist Vasil 
Hrodnikau’s death. Lukashenka himself re-
cently admitted to Russian journalists that his 
regime applies very serious pressure on the 
media, somewhat incongruously adding that 
‘‘this does not mean I am crushing them.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, what I have cited is by no 
means an exhaustive list of abuses per-
petrated by the Lukashenka regime, merely a 
sampling of the types of repressive actions 
employed on a daily basis by Europe’s last 
dictator. As Helsinki Commission Co-Chair, I 
will continue to monitor closely and speak out 
forcefully regarding these and other violations 
of Belarus’ freely undertaken OSCE commit-
ments. I urge the Bush Administration to step 
up efforts to break the Lukashenka regime’s 
near monopoly over the country’s information 
space and provide timely assistance to pro-de-
mocracy forces in Belarus. 

It is clear that Mr. Lukashenka and his min-
ions are laying the groundwork for yet another 
un-free and unfair election—similar to the 
2001 presidential elections and the 2000 and 
2004 parliamentary elections—that will fall far 
short of OSCE standards. Lukashenka is once 
again showing that, despite his confident rhet-
oric, he fears his own people and profoundly 
fails to respect their dignity as citizens and as 
human beings. 
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CONGRATULATIONS TO THE DE-
PARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS FOR SAVING ITS MEM-
BERS FROM DANGEROUS DRUGS 
VIOXX AND CELEBREX 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, December 6, 2005 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, the Department of 
Veterans Affairs buys drugs for about half the 
market price, saving the American taxpayer 
billions of dollars. It does this by insisting on 
the best price offered to other customers, by 
negotiating for further discounts, and by mov-
ing market share through the use of a for-
mulary or preferred drug list. 

The formulary is an excellent one that pro-
vides Veterans with the drugs they need that 
are safe and effective. 
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